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A bstract

W e show that near densest-packing the perturbations ofthe HCP structure yield

higher entropy than perturbations ofany other densest packing. The di�erence

between the various structures shows up in the correlations between m otions of

nearest neighbors. In the HCP structure random m otion ofeach sphere im pinges

slightly lesson the m otion ofitsnearestneighborsthan in theotherstructures.
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I.Introduction.

W e are interested in the solid phase ofthe hard sphere gas m odel,a phase

which isgenerally agreed to existbased on com puterexperim entsre�ned overthe

past50 years,aswellascertain experim entswith m onodispersecolloids.Although

theexistenceofthesolid phaseisuncontroversial,theinternalstructureofthesolid

isnotwellunderstood,and isthe objectofthispaper.See [1-2]forreviewsofthe

earliestcom putationalwork,showing thetransition,and [3-9]form orerecentwork

trying to determ ine the internalstructure. See [10]fora relevantexperim entwith

colloids.

The m odelconsistsofthe classicalstatisticalm echanics ofpointparticlesfor

which theonly interaction isa hard core:theseparation between particlesm ustbe

atleast1.W eusethecanonicalensem ble,correspondingto�xed density dand tem -

peratureT.(Fortherem ainderofthepaperweusethem oreconvenientterm inology

ofspheresratherthan particles. In particular,by the \density" ofa con�guration

ofspheres we willm ean the fraction ofspace occupied by the spheres.) In the

usualway we can integrate out the velocity variables and consider the \reduced"

ensem ble associated only with the spatialvariables. Thisensem ble isindependent

oftem perature,e�ectively leaving only the density variable d,and consists ofthe

uniform distribution on allcon�gurations ofthe unit spheres at density d. (For

a �nite system ofN spheres,constrained to lie in a container C � R
3 ofvolum e

N =d,a con�guration can be represented by the pointin C N corresponding to the

centers of the spheres, and the uniform distribution is understood in the usual

sense ofvolum ein R3N .) The entropy density ofthe�nite-sphere ensem ble isthen

SN ;d = (logVN ;d)=N ,where VN ;d isthe subvolum e ofC
N available to the (centers

ofthe)spheres.

W e willnotbe concerned with the solid/uid transition,associated with den-

sity around 0:54,butwith the nature ofthe solid nearm axim um possible density,

dc = �=
p

18 � 0:74.Thecon�gurationsofdensitydc areknown tobethoseobtained

by 2-dim ensionalhexagonallayers,asfollows.Ifwedenoteonesuch layerby �,then

on eithersideofitwecan chooseeitherofthetwo waysof\�lling thegaps",either

� or . The FCC lattice corresponds to the choice :::;�;�;;�;�;;�;�;;:::,

theHCP structureisobtained from thechoice:::;�;�;�;�;�;�;:::,and thereare

in�nitely m any other\layered con�gurations"ofthesam eoptim aldensity.Sincewe

willbeconcerned with an expansion oftheensem ble in thedeviation �d = d c � d,

there is a m inor problem with nonuniqueness ofthe con�guration at the optim al

density dc. The ensem ble is,by construction,the distribution which m axim izes

entropy. Ourobjective then isto show that,to lowestorderin the deviation �d,

perturbationsoftheHCP layering yield thehighestentropy com pared with pertur-

bationsofotherlayerings.There iscom puterevidence,and experim entalevidence

based on colloids,that,however,itistheFCC layeringwhich isoptim al,by roughly

thesam em agnitudee�ectthatweobtain,0:1% .W em akem any fewerassum ptions

than these works,and willspelloutourassum ptionsunam biguously.

The essentialquestion ishow m uch \wiggleroom " isavailableto each sphere.

To�rstapproxim ation,thiscan becom puted by freezingthepositionsofallspheres
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butone,and com puting the volum e available to the single unfrozen sphere. FCC,

HCP and allotherclosepacking con�gurationsgiveexactly thesam eresultto this

order,proportionalto the volum e ofthe Voronoicell. The nextapproxim ation is

to considerthe e�ectthatthem otion ofonesphere hason thevolum eavailableto

itsnearestneighbors.To com pute thise�ect,we freeze the (equilibrium )positions

ofallbuttwo nearest-neighborspheresand exactly com pute the volum e,in R
6,of

theallowed 2-sphere con�gurations.W hen thetwo nearest-neighborspheresarein

the sam e layer,the resultsarethe sam e forFCC and HCP orindeed any layering.

However,when thetwospheresarein adjacentlayersthereisslightly m oreavailable

volum ein the HCP case than in the FCC orany otherlayering.W e conclude that

the m otion ofeach sphere in the HCP lattice im pinges less on the m otion ofits

neighborsthan them otion ofeach sphere in theFCC lattice,and hence thatsm all

perturbationsoftheHCP latticehavem oreentropy than sm allperturbationsofthe

FCC lattice.

II.C alculations

W e choose Cartesian (x;y;z)coordinatessuch thatthere arehexagonallayers

parallelto the x;y plane. In particular we willcallthat layer a �-plane which

containssphere centersatthe origin O = (0;0;0)and the six sites:
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See Figure 1. The centers for spheres in the layers above or below this layer are
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See Figure1.

Considerthe Voronoicellofthe sphere centered atO . W ithoutlossofgener-

ality,we assum e there are spheres in the layer above O ,with z-coordinate ofthe

centers equalto 2=3,at sites A + ;C + and E + . W e willcallthis an �-plane. In

the layerbelow O ,z = �2=3,there are spheresateitherA � ;C � and E � (another

�-plane,forinstance forHCP),oratB � ;D � and F � (a -plane,forinstance for

FCC).In the lattercase the Voronoicellisa rhom bic dodecahedron,with the 14

vertices:
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and in the form ercase itisa trapezo-rhom bic dodecahedron,with 14 vertices:
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Figure 1. A � ;B � ;:::;F � are centers ofspheres above or below the x � y plane;

a;b;:::;f,and O ,arein the plane.

Neighboring spheresofdiam eter1 centered atthesites3)or4)actually touch.

To dealwith densities below dc itisconvenient to shrink the spheres ratherthan

m ove the centers. W ithout loss ofgenerality we need only consider �ve cases of

pairsofneighboring spheresasfollows.Asnoted above,thespheresin thez = 2=3

plane arean �-plane,and those in thez = 0 planearea �-plane.The�ve casesof

pairsofspheres can then be chosen with centers at: O and b,with the z = �2=3

plane being either� or;orcentered atO and A + with one ofthree possibilities:
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� forthez = �2=3 planeand � forthez = 4=3 plane,or forthez = �2=3 plane

and � for the z = 4=3 plane,or for both the z = �2=3 plane and the z = 4=3

plane.Again,ouraim isto freeup such a pairofspheres,leaving theirenvironm ent

frozen in place,and com pute thevolum ein R6 availableto thecentersofthepair.

Im agine �rst that only the sphere at O is freed up from its lattice position,

and considerthevolum ein R3 availableforitscenter.Theboundary ofthisregion

consistsofportionsof12 sphericalsurfaces{ think ofthefreesphererolling on the

surface ofitsfrozen neighbors. Ifthe density isclose to dc then the region isvery

sm all,and to lowestorderin �d we can linearize these surfaces,obtaining a sm all

copy { volum e oforder(�d)3 { ofthe Voronoicellofthe (frozen) centralsphere.

Now free up the othersphere also,the one centered atA + .Then each sphere isin

partconstrained by its11frozen neighbors,butalsoby theotherfreesphere.Again

to lowestorderin �d wecan assum ethattheconstrainton each freespheredueto

theotherfreesphereonly dependson onedegreeoffreedom ,a coordinatealong the

line separating theirfrozen centers. In otherwords,the region available to one of

thefreespheresis,tolowestorderin �d,thepolyhedron obtained bym ovinginward

or outward one ofthe faces ofthe (sm all)Voronoicell,sim ultaneously extending

the facesthattouch the m oving face.Atm axim um separation each sphere isthen

constrained by an 11-sided polyhedron ~P . In Figure 2 we give an analogous 2-

dim ensionalversion ofthisprocessfora pairofcirclesfreed up from an hexagonal

packing.

The(entropic)volum eVS in R6 which wewantto com putecan then berepre-

sented as:

VS =

Z
1

B 1

hZ 1

2
� w

B 2

A �w d�w

i

A w dw 5)

where A w representsa cross-sectionalarea ofone ofthese m axim alregions ~P ,cut

by a plane m idway between the two spheres,and B j refersto the end of ~Pj which

isoppositethe otherfree sphere.

W ehavedeterm ined these cross-sectionalareas,asfollows.Thepolyhedron ~P

isassociated with the sphere nearthe origin,and there are fourcasesto consider:

whetherthe frozen con�guration isFCC orHCP { note thatevery otherlayering

would produce the sam e e�ectasone ofthese forthiscom putation { and whether

the second sphere is in the z = 0 plane orthe z = 2=3 plane. The results are as

follows.

Forthreeofthecases,nam ely:FCC and thesecond spherein thez = 0 plane,

FCC and the second sphere in the z = 2=3 plane,and HCP and the second sphere

in the z = 0 plane,wegetthe sam e results:
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The fourth case isdi�erent,HCP and the second sphere in thez = 2=3 plane:
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W e graph these two functionsA w in Figure3.

Figure 2. Sm allcopies ofthe Voronoicells of2 disks,with dashed lines showing

how they extend when thecentersofthe disksseparate.
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Figure 3.The2 area functionsof6)and 7).They overlap forw � 1=6.

It only rem ains to com pute VS from 5) for each ofthe �ve distinct cases of

pairsofneighboring spheres.W ehavedonethisand obtained thefollowing results.

Itisim m ediate from 6)thatthe two casesin which the second sphere isalso

in thez = 0 planewillhavethesam evalue,and thatthisvaluewillbethesam eif

the z = 4=3 and z = �2=3 planesare both  { forinstance FCC;thisvalue ofVS
is(467=960)[2(�d)3=�2]� 0:48646[2(�d)3=�2].

Ifthesecond sphereisin thez = 2=3 plane,thez = 4=3 planeis� and thez =

�2=3 plane is� { forinstance HCP { then VS = (908179=1866240)[2(�d)3=�2]�

0:48664[2(�d)3=�2].

Finally, if the second sphere is in the z = 2=3 plane, the z = 4=3 plane

is � and the z = �2=3 plane is ,then VS = (1814587=3732480)[2(�d)3=�2]�

0:48616[2(�d)3=�2].

Theseresultsproveourassertion on theoptim ality oftheHCP layering.They

also allow usto quantify the entropy di�erence between HCP and FCC.Each o�-

layer \bond" in the HCP con�guration has entropy log(908179=907848) greater

than in theFCC con�guration.Halfofthisdi�erenceisassociated with each sphere.

However,each spherehas6nearestneighborsin di�erentlayers,sotheHCP entropy

persphere is3log(908179=907848)� 0:0011 greaterthan the entropy ofthe FCC

(and m ore forotherlayerings).

III.Sum m ary

Our goalwasto com pare the entropiesofcertain fam iliesofperturbationsof

theperfectdensestpackingsofunitspheres.W estartwith packingsobtained from

the densestpackings,viewed asconsisting oftwo dim ensionalhexagonallayers,by

hom ogeneously lowering the density { forinstance by uniform ly shrinking the size

ofthe spheres. From these variousstarting points{ nam ely the variouslayerings,

including FCC and HCP,which are lowerdensity versionsofthe densestpackings

{ we m ake two assum ptions. First we look only for term s oflowest order in the

deviation ofdensity from densest packing. And second, we only consider those
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perturbationsobtained by looseningisolated pairsofneighboringspheresfrom their

latticepositions.Clearly thelatterisouronly nontrivialassum ption.Ourresultis

thatperturbationsofthe HCP structure have the largestentropy,in contradiction

with [9]in which itisclaim ed thatthecontributionsfrom nearestneighborspheres

aloneyieldsa preference forFCC.
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